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ENERGY DIVISION RESOLUTION E-3933
May 26, 2005

RESOLUTION

Resolution E-3933. Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E)
submits electric tariff revisions to implement in rates the revised
2005 Department of Water Resources (DWR) revenue requirement
and the Transmission Access Charge Balancing Account revenue
requirement effective June 1, 2005 pursuant to Decision (D.) 05-04-
025. This resolution considers PG&E’s unopposed request to
implement new rates in a manner which deviates from D.04-02-062.

By Advice Letter (AL) 2647-E-B filed on May 13, 2005.

SUMMARY

This Resolution conditionally approves with modifications PG&E’s proposed
electric tariff revisions filed in Advice Letter 2647-E-B.

PG&E filed Advice Letter (AL) 2647 E-B, proposing to supercede AL 2647-E-A
which requested authorization to comply with D.05-04-025, the Opinion
Allocating the Revised 2005 Revenue Requirement Determination of the
California Department of Water Resources (DWR). In this advice letter, PG&E
consolidates three revenue requirement changes: the 2005 DWR bond charge,
2005 DWR Power Charge Tariff and Remittance Rate, and the 2005 Transmission
Access Charge Balancing Account Adjustment (TACBAA), into a single electric
rate change. The new rates will become effective on June 1, 2005 pursuant to
D.05-04-025.

AL 2647-E-B proposes a revenue allocation and rate design that deviates from the
revenue allocation principles approved by the Commission in D.04-02-062. AL
2647-E-B incorporates revenue allocation principles proposed in a Settlement
Agreement filed in A.04-06-024. Specifically, the Settlement Agreement and AL
2647-E-B propose that the residential class forgo revenue requirement reductions
stemming from D.05-04-025. The allocation approved in D.04-02-062 would
allocate the revenue requirement decrease to all customer classes, including the
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residential class. By conditionally approving AL 2647-E-B we retain the option to
consider the Settlement Agreement in A.04-06-024 and comply with the June 1,
2005 date adopted in D.05-04-025.

PG&E’s request is conditionally approved with the following modifications:

» PG&E is required to track the revenues that it collects from the upper tiers
of residential rates resulting from AB 1X limitations on residential tiers 1
and 2 (usage below 130% of baseline).

* Inthe event that a Commission order in A.04-06-024 rejects the revenue
allocation proposed in the Settlement Agreement in A.04-06-024, PG&E
shall within 30 days of that order:

o File revised tariffs to implement the revenue allocation and rate
design consistent with the methodology approved in D.04-02-062 as
proposed AL 2647-E-A.

o File an advice letter to return to the residential class the portion of
the revenue requirement decrease as proposed in AL 2647-E-A, that
was not reflected in rates from June 1, 2005, until rates proposed in
AL 2647-E-A are implemented.

* Within one day of the effective date of this order, PG&E shall supplement
AL 2647-E-B with filed tariffs reflecting rates approved by this resolution.
These rates shall become effective on June 1, 2005, subject to adjustment if
any rates included in the supplemental filing do not comply with this
resolution.

BACKGROUND

PG&E filed AL 2647-E in compliance with D.05-03-024 and to incorporate the
Transmission Access Charge Balancing Account Adjustment (TACBAA) filed
in AL 2648-E.

On March 17, 2005, the Commission issued D.05-03-024 which allocated the 2005
DWR revenue requirement. Ordering Paragraph 5 of D.05-03-024 ordered PG&E
to file an advice letter with revised tariffs that reflect the power charges
approved in that decision, to be effective no later than May 1, 2005.

On March 23, the Commission issued a new draft decision for the 2005 DWR
revenue requirement to supercede D.05-03-024. PG&E filed AL 2647-E in
compliance with D.05-03-024 on April 1, 2005 providing a proposed remittance
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rate and illustrative electric rate change based upon the March 23 draft decision.
PG&E requested that AL 2647-E incorporate the TACBAA rate change filed in
AL 2646-E in order to further its goal of consolidating rate changes. AL 2646-E
was not protested.

D.05-04-025 adopted a revised DWR revenue requirement and ordered that
PG&E change its tariff rates no later than June 1, 2005 for a consolidated rate
change including both DWR power and bond revenue requirements and
TACBAA.

On April 7, 2005, the Commission issued D.05-04-025, superceding D.05-03-024,
determining the allocation of the revised 2005 DWR revenue requirement.
Among the items ordered in D.05-04-025 were the following:

e 2005 Power Charges shall go into effect no later than June 1, 2005, and will
remain in effect until further order of the Commission.

» PG&E should change its tariff rates effective no later than June 1, 2005, for
a consolidated rate change including both the DWR power and bond
revenue requirements, as well as for the TACBAA.

PG&E filed AL 2647 E-A in compliance with D.05-04-025 to incorporate the
DWR revenue requirement and TACBAA rate changes in its electric rates.

On April 21, 2005, PG&E submitted supplemental AL 2647-E-A in compliance
with D.05-04-025. In AL 2647-E-A, PG&E requests authorization:

* To comply with Ordering Paragraph 4 of D.05-04-025 to revise its tariffs
that reflect the power charges shown in Appendix A of that Decision

» To consolidate the Commission approved 2005 DWR Bond Charge, the
2005 DWR Power Charge Remittance Rate, and the uncontested TACBAA
rate change filed in AL 2648-E into one electric rate change

AL 2647-E-A states that implementation of PG&E’s 2005 DWR revenue
requirement decrease of approximately $228 million and TACBAA rate change
results in a net bundled revenue decrease of approximately $208 million. In AL
2647-E-A, PG&E allocates these rate changes to all customer classes, including
the residential class, consistent with current practice set forth in the Rate Design
Settlement Agreement (RDSA) approved by D.04-02-062. According to data
PG&E provided with AL 2647-E-A, the overall annual revenue requirement
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reduction for bundled service residential customers is approximately $63 million,
or 2%.

Current revenue allocation and rate design principles are detailed in the
RDSA, approved by D.04-02-062.

D.04-02-062, among other things, approved the RDSA. The RDSA provides
revenue allocation and rate design principles for PG&E in the event that
additional rate changes are required before the adoption of rates in Phase 2 of
PG&E’s 2003 GRC (A.04-06-024).

Paragraph 10 of the RDSA stipulates that revenue requirement changes for any
given component are to be allocated to all customer classes by an equal percent
change basis to the component that is changing. Rate components are adjusted
commensurate to the average percent required to achieve the revenue
requirement change.

On May 13, 2005, PG&E filed a Settlement Agreement with the Settling Parties
in Phase 2 of its 2003 General Rate Case (GRC).

The scope of A.04-06-024, Phase 2 of PG&E’s 2003 GRC, is to revise PG&E’s
marginal cost and revenue allocation to establish just and reasonable rates on a
revenue neutral basis. A.04-06-024 is not a revenue requirement proceeding.

On May 13, 2005, PG&E and the Settling Parties in A.04-06-024 filed a Settlement
Agreement resolving certain issues in the proceeding. Among other things, the
Settlement Agreement addresses revenue allocation principles for any revenue
requirement changes through for the remainder of 2005, as well as for changes in
2006 and 2007 prior to Phase 2 of PG&E’s 2007 GRC. The Settlement Agreement
proposes that revenue requirements decreases during that time frame, including
the DWR revenue requirement decrease required by D.05-04-025, not be
allocated to the residential customer class.

The Settlement Agreement allocates the 2005 DWR revenue requirement
reduction entirely to the non-residential classes.

Specifically, the Settlement Agreement states that the residential class should
forgo revenue requirement reductions stemming from the 2005 DWR revenue
requirement. Instead, the revenue requirement decrease is allocated entirely to



Resolution E-3933 DRAFT May 26, 2005
PG&E AL 2647-E-B/MV1

the non-residential customer classes, so that total bundled residential customer
rates will not change as a result of the DWR revenue requirement decrease.

The Settlement Agreement allocates the TACBAA revenue requirement increase
to all customer classes, including the residential class, consistent with the RDSA.
Within the residential customer class, the Settlement Agreement allocates
revenue changes to tier 3 and tier 4 rates in excess of 130% of baseline.

On May 13, 2005, PG&E filed AL 2647 E-B to request authorization to
implement rates in a manner which deviates from the RDSA principles
approved in D.04-02-062.

On May 13, 2005, PG&E filed supplemental AL 2647-E-B proposing to supercede
AL 2647-E-A. AL 2647-E-B requests authorization to implement the 2005 DWR
revenue requirement and the TACBAA rate change filed in AL 2648-E into a
single electric rate change effective June 1, 2005 to conform with the May 13, 2005
Settlement Agreement filed in A.04-06-024, but in a manner that deviates from
the RDSA approved by D.04-02-062. PG&E provided illustrative rates in AL
2647-E-B. PG&E intends to supplement AL 2647-E-B prior to June 1, 2005 with
actual rates that will be charged to customers. Specifically, PG&E seeks:

» To allocate the TACBAA rate increase of approximately $19 million to all
customer classes in the manner proposed in AL 2647-E-A, consistent with
the current allocation practice set forth in the RDSA.

* To maintain residential Tier 1 and 2 rates for usage up to 130% of baseline
usage at their current level and proportionally increase Tier 3 and 4 rates
to reflect the TACBAA increase to their class.

» To allocate the DWR revenue requirement change, presented in AL 2647-E-
B as a net decrease of approximately $228million, entirely to the non-
residential bundled customer classes thus implementing a revenue
allocation and rate design inconsistent with the current allocation practice
and the guidance set forth in the RDSA.

NOTICE

Notice of AL 2647-E-B was made by publication in the Commission's Daily
Calendar. PG&E states that a copy of the Advice Letter was mailed and
distributed in accordance with Section 111-G of General Order 96-A. AL2647-E-B
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was sent to parties on the list for A.00-11-038, A.04-06-024, and Investigation 02-
04-026.

PROTESTS

No protests on AL 2647-E-B were filed.

DISCUSSION

Energy Division has reviewed PG&E AL 2647-E-B. Discussion of the relevant
facts that lead to the approval of this advice letter is below.

PG&E’s request to revise its revenue allocation and rate design in a manner
inconsistent with the RDSA as proposed in AL 2647-E-B is conditionally
approved effective June 1, 2005 pending the Commission’s action on the
Settlement Agreement in A.04-06-024.

In AL 2647-E-B, PG&E requests to allocate the DWR revenue requirement in a
manner inconsistent with system average percent change method (before a
decision in Phase 2 of PG&E’s GRC) as adopted in the RDSA and approved in
D.04-02-062. Generally, the RDSA implements changes in revenue components
on a system average percentage basis, changing the revenue requirement
assigned to each customer class by the same percentage.

We conditionally approve PG&E’s request to allocate the DWR revenue
requirement decrease entirely to the non-residential class, so that total bundled
residential customer class rates will not change as a result of the DWR revenue

requirement decrease. The revenue allocation and rate design of the DWR
revenue requirement decrease proposed in AL 2647-E-B is subject to later
adjustment pending the Commission’s evaluation of the Settlement Agreement
in A.04-06-024.

It is appropriate to deviate from the revenue allocation principles approved in
D.04-02-062 in this case. By conditionally approving AL 2647-E-B we retain the
option to consider the Settlement Agreement in A.04-06-024 and still adjust rates
onJune 1, 2005. We note that AL 2647-E-B has not been contested by any party,
and the advice letter was served on, among others, all parties to 1.02-04-026 in
which D.04-02-062 was issued.
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PG&E provided “illustrative” rates in AL 2647-E-B with no revised tariff sheets.
PG&E states in the advice letter that it intends to supplement AL 2647-E-B prior
to June 1, 2005 with actual rates that will be charged to customers. PG&E has
informed Energy Division that the illustrative rates included with AL 2647-E-B
are the same rates that it proposes to implement on June 1, 2005, if we approve
its proposal.

PG&E shall supplement AL 2647-E-B with filed revised tariff sheets within one
day of the effective date of this order, to reflect rates approved herein. We
authorize PG&E to make the rates filed in that supplemental advice letter
effective on June 1, 2005. Given the unusually short time frame in this matter,
Energy Division and other parties will not have had a chance to review the rates
filed in this supplemental AL prior to June 1. The rates filed in the supplement
will necessarily be reviewed by Energy Division for compliance after the June 1
implementation.

It is possible that after the June 1, 2005 effective date Energy Division, or a party
reviewing the supplement, may discover compliance issues that require
modification of rates filed in the supplement to AL 2647-E-B. In that event,
PG&E shall modify the rates as required and re-bill customers if necessary, or
make other appropriate adjustments, in a timely manner.

In the event that the Commission rejects the revenue allocation proposed in
the Settlement Agreement in A.04-06-024, PG&E must put in to effect the
revenue allocation consistent with the RDSA as proposed in AL 2647-E-A.

The revenue allocation and rate design of the DWR revenue decrease proposed
in AL 2647-E-B is conditional pending Commission approval of the Settlement
Agreement in A.04-06-024. The general criteria for Commission approval of
settlements are stated in Rule 51.1(e), as follows:

The Commission will not approve stipulations or settlements,
whether contested or uncontested, unless the stipulation or
settlement is reasonable in light of the whole record, consistent with
law, and in the public interest.
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If the Commission rejects the revenue allocation proposed in the Settlement
Agreement, PG&E must adjust rates within 30 days of an order denying the
Settlement Agreement to allocate the DWR revenue requirement reduction in a
manner consistent with the RDSA, as proposed in AL 2647-E-A.

If the Commission rejects the revenue allocation proposed in the Settlement
Agreement in A.04-06-024, PG&E must file an advice letter to adjust rates and
return to residential customers the portion of the DWR revenue decrease
allocated to them under the terms of the RDSA retroactive to June 1, 2005.

If the Commission does not approve the Settlement Agreement in A.04-06-024,
PG&E is ordered to put into effect the rates from AL 2647-E-A within 30 days of
an order which denies that portion of the Settlement Agreement. PG&E shall file
a new advice letter to implement the DWR revenue requirement decrease as
detailed in AL 2647-E-A. In that event, PG&E is ordered to further reduce
residential rates, and increase non-residential rates, to collect from the non-
residential customers and return with interest to residential customers the
portion of the 2005 DWR revenue requirement decrease beginning June 1, 2005,
that would have been allocated to residential customers under the RDSA.

PG&E’s request to increase residential Tier 3 and 4 rates to reflect the
TACBAA increase to their class is approved on an interim basis.

Assembly Bill (AB) 1X limits the total energy charges for residential usage in
Tiers 1 and 2 up to 130% of baseline. AB1X requires that rates for up to 130% of
baseline usage by residential customers cannot be raised above the level of those
rates in effect on February 1, 2001.

We will allow PG&E to allocate the residential class share of the TACBAA
revenue requirement increase to the upper tiers of residential generation rates as
it has proposed on an interim basis. PG&E's proposed allocation method as filed
in AL 2647-E-B is subject to modification pending the Commission's
determination of how these revenues should be allocated in A.04-06-024.

PG&E will track the TACBAA revenue that it collects from residential tier 3
and 4 rates resulting from AB 1X limitations on residential Tiers 1 and 2 in the
Residential Generation Revenue Memorandum Account (RGRMA).
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Resolution E-3906 requires PG&E to track the revenues allocated to the upper
tiers of residential generation rates associated with adjusting rates for residential
usage below 130% of baseline to comply with AB 1X. The allocation of these
revenues may be adjusted pending a decision in A.04-06-024.

PG&E established the RGRMA in compliance with Resolution E-3906 to track the
revenues that it collects from the upper tiers of residential rates, associated with
AB 1X restrictions. PG&E is required to track the revenues associated with the
TACBAA revenue that it collects from residential tier 3 and 4 rates resulting from
AB 1X limitations in the RGRMA.

COMMENTS

Public Utilities Code section 311(g) (1) requires that draft resolutions be served
on all parties and subject to at least 30 days public review and comment prior to
a vote of the Commission. Section 311(g) (3) provides that this 30-day period
may be reduced or waived pursuant to Commission adopted rule.

The 30-day comment period for this resolution has been reduced in accordance
with the provisions of Rule 77.7(f) (9). Rule 77.7(f) (9) provides that the
Commission may waive or reduce the comment period for a decision when the
Commission determines that public necessity requires reduction or waiver of the
30-day period for public review and comment. For purposes of Rule 77.7(f) (9),
“public necessity” refers to circumstances in which the public interest in the
Commission’s adopting a decision before expiration of the 30-day review and
comment period clearly outweighs the public interest in having the full 30-day
period for review and comment, and includes circumstances where failure to
adopt a decision before expiration of the 30-day review and comment period
would cause significant harm to public health or welfare. The public necessity in
this case is that the Commission needs to address PG&E's AL 2647-E-B prior to
June 1, 2005, the date specified in D.05-05-025.

In this case, the public necessity requiring a reduction in the comment period
outweighs the public interest in having the full 30-day period for review and
comment. Thus, pursuant to Rule 77.7(f) (9), we provide for a shortened
comment period.
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FINDINGS

1. On March 17, 2005, the Commission issued D.05-03-024.

On April 1, 2005 PG&E filed AL 2647-E to comply with D.05-03-024.

3. On April 8, 2005, the Commission issued D.05-04-025, superceding D.05-03-
024.

4. On April 21, 2005 PG&E filed supplemental AL 2647-E-A to comply with
D.05-04-025.

5. On May 13, 2005 PG&E filed a Settlement Agreement in A.04-06-024.

6. On May 13, 2004 PG&E filed supplemental AL 2647-E-B.

7. A.04-06-024 is PG&E’s 2003 GRC Phase 2 application to revise its electric
marginal costs, revenue allocation, and rate design.

8. D.04-02-062 approved revenue allocation and rate design practice prior to the
adoption of rates in Phase 2 of PG&E’s 2003 GRC, as set forth in the RDSA.

9. In AL 2647-E-B, PG&E requests to implement the 2005 DWR revenue
requirement reduction into rates in a manner which deviates from the RDSA
approved in D.04-02-062.

10. Al 2647-E-B was not protested.

11.PG&E provided illustrative rates in AL 2647-E-B, and intends to file a
supplement prior to June 1, 2005, with revised tariff sheets reflecting actual
rates that will be charged to customers.

12. The Settlement Agreement filed in A.04-06-024 proposes that the residential
class forgo revenue requirement reductions stemming from the 2005 DWR
revenue requirement reduction, adopted in D.05-04-025.

13. Conditionally approving PG&E’s proposal filed in AL 2647-E-B will allow the
Commission to consider the Settlement Agreement filed in A.04-06-024.

14. Rule 51.1(e) states the general criteria for Commission approval of
Settlements.

15. AB1X requires that residential rates for usage up to 130% of baseline cannot
be raised above the level of those rates in effect on February 1, 2001.

16.1n AL 2647-E-B, PG&E requests authorization to maintain residential rates for
usage up to 130% of baseline usage at their current level and proportionally
increase Tier 3 and 4 rates to reflect the TACBAA increase to their class.

17.Resolution E-3906 requires PG&E to track the revenues allocated to the upper
tiers of residential generation rates associated with adjusting rates for
residential usage below 130% of baseline, to comply with AB 1X for possible
reallocation in Phase 2 of PG&E'’s test year 2003 GRC, A.04-06-024.

no
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18. PG&E established the RGRMA in compliance with Resolution E-3906.

THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED THAT:

1. The request of PG&E in AL 2647-E-B is conditionally approved as specified
herein, with modifications.

2. PG&E’s allocation and rate design of the 2005 DWR revenue requirement is
conditionally approved pending Commission action in A.04-06-024.

3. Within one day of the effective date of this order, PG&E shall supplement AL
2647-E-B to file revised tariffs with rates authorized by this order to become
effective on June 1, 2005. Rates filed in these tariffs shall be subject to later
adjustment as necessary, pending Energy Division’s review of their compliance
with this order.

4 PG&E shall track the TACBAA revenue that it collects from residential tier 3
and 4 rates, resulting from AB 1X limitations on residential Tiers 1 and 2 in the
RGRMA.

5. In the event that a later Commission Order rejects the Settlement Agreement
filed on May 13, 2005 in A.04-06-024, PG&E shall within 30 days of that Order:

a. Putinto effect the DWR revenue allocation consistent with the RDSA as
filed in AL 2647-E-A.

b. File a new advice letter to implement the revenue allocation filed in AL
2647-E-A. This advice letter must further reduce residential rates, and
increase non-residential rates, to collect from the non-residential customers
and return with interest to residential customers the portion of the 2005
DWR revenue requirement decrease beginning June 1, 2005, that would
have been allocated to residential customers under the RDSA.

6. This Order is effective today.

| certify that the foregoing resolution was duly introduced, passed and adopted
at a conference of the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California held
on May 26, 2005; the following Commissioners voting favorably thereon:

STEVE LARSON
Executive Director
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ID# 4617
May 19, 2005

E-3933

May 26, 2005

TO: PARTIES TO A.04-06-024; 1.02-04-026; A.00-11-038

Enclosed is draft Resolution E-3933 of the Energy Division. It will be on the agenda
at the May 26 Commission meeting. The Commission may then vote on this
Resolution or it may postpone avote until later. Pursuant to Rule 77.7 f (9) of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedures, the comment period on this draft
resolution is being reduced.

When the Commission votes on a draft Resolution, it may adopt all or part of
it as written, amend, modify or set it aside and prepare a different Resolution.
Only when the Commission acts does the Resolution become binding on the
parties.

Parties may submit comments on the draft Resolution.

An original and two copies of the comments, with a certificate of service,
should be submitted to:

Jerry Royer

Energy Division

California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

fax: 415-703-2200

email: jjr@cpuc.ca.gov

An electronic copy of the comments should be submitted to:
Maria Vanko

Energy Division

mv1@cpuc.ca.gov; and

Don Lafrenz

Energy Division
dif@cpuc.ca.gov
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Any comments on the draft Resolution must be received by the Energy
Division by May 23, 2005. Those submitting comments must serve a copy of
their comments on 1) the entire service list attached to the draft Resolution
which includes all parties in A.04-06-024, 1.02-04-026, and A. 00-11-038, 2) all
Commissioners, and 3) the Director of the Energy Division.

Comments may be submitted electronically.

Comments shall be limited to five pages in length plus a subject index listing
the recommended changes to the draft Resolution, a table of authorities and an
appendix setting forth the proposed findings and ordering paragraphs.

Comments shall focus on factual, legal or technical errors in the proposed
draft Resolution. Comments that merely reargue positions taken in the advice
letter or protests will be accorded no weight and are not to be submitted.

Late submitted comments will not be considered.

Don Lafrenz

Program and Project Supervisor

Energy Division

Enclosure:

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

cc: ServiceList: All Partiesin A.04-06-024;
1.02-04-026, and A.00-11- 038
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DRAFT

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

May 26, 2005

I certify that | have by mail this day served a true copy of Draft Resolution E-

3933 on all parties in

these filings or their attorneys as shown on the attached list.

Dated May 19, 2005 at San Francisco, California.

Jerry Royer

NOTICE

Parties should notify the Energy Division, Public Utilities
Commission, 505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 4002
San Francisco, CA 94102, of any change of address to
ensure that they continue to receive documents. You
must indicate the Resolution number on the service list

abb@eslawfirm.com
achau@tractebelusa.com
acolley@laurelglenfarms.com
aglandenergy@earthlink.net
ajo@cpuc.ca.gov
akornberg@paulweiss.com
akornicks@kernoil.com
Alex.Goldberg@williams.com
aln2@pge.com
alo@cpuc.ca.gov
amy@cpuc.ca.gov
Andrew.dalton@valero.com
andrew@simpsonpartners.com
angela.kim@fticonsulting.com
aorchar@smud.org
aro@cpuc.ca.gov

on which your name appears.

Service List

athomas@newenergy.com
atrowbridge@downeybrand.com
awp@cpuc.ca.gov
ayk@cpuc.ca.gov
bchase@nossaman.com
bcragg@gmssr.com
bds010@co.santa-cruz.ca.us
bfinkelstein@turn.org
bhermann@paulweiss.com
bill. mccallum@ci.fresno.ca.us
bill@econsci.com
bill@jbsenergy.com.
bjeider@ci.burbank.ca.us
bjl@bry.com
blaising@braunlegal.com
bmcc@mccarthylaw.com
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bradley.webb@Iegislativecounsel.ca.
gov

brb3@pge.com
brbarkovich@earthlink.net
brent_gammon@amat.com
bruce.foster@sce.com
bruce.reed@sce.com
bsl@cpuc.ca.gov
bsl@cpuc.ca.gov
butzjh@apci.com
bwm@cpuc.ca.gov
carolyn.vega@Iw.com
case.admin@sce.com
cbonham@tu.org
cconklin@ussposco.com
ceff@lra.com
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ceyap@earthlink.net
cfm3@pge.com
cgooding@milbank.com
chrishilen@dwt.com
chrism@mid.org
cjwsS@pge.com
ckingaei@yahoo.com
clamb@bizjournals.com
clpearce@duanemaorris.com
cm2@cpuc.ca.gov
cmb3@pge.com
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cmraa@aol.com
cnota@fs.fed.us
cpeyton@sachee.com
cpuccases@pge.com
cread@omm.com
csuan@dbzco.com
ctd@cpuc.ca.gov
cwrmccv@worldnet.att.net
danette.valdez@doj.ca.gov
dans@acwanet.com
dave_hyams@solem.com
dbachrach@nrdc.org
dbeyer@ebmud.com
dbrooks@state.nm.us
dbyers@landuselaw.com
dcarroll@downeybrand.com
deb@a-klaw.com
dgallery@gallerylaw.com
dgeis@dolphingroup.org
dgeorge@kroger.com
difellman@fellmanlaw.com
difellman@fellmanlaw.com
djh@cpuc.ca.gov
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dif@cpuc.ca.gov
dmarcus2@sbcglobal.net
dmarti@ca.blm.gov
dmg@cpuc.ca.gov
dmhg@pge.com
doug.anderson@calenergy.com
douglass@energyattorney.com
dpritchard@mofo.com
drp6@pge.com
ed@apx.com
editorial@californiaenergycircuit.net
edward.randolph@asm.ca.gov
edwardoneill@dwt.com
ej_wright@oxy.com
ek@a-klaw.com
ell5@pge.com
epoole@adplaw.com
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erik@3phases.com
ewheless@lacsd.org
eyussman@knowledgeinenergy.com
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filings@a-klaw.com
filings@hotmail.com
fortlieb@sandiego.gov
frank.cooley@sce.com
freedman@turn.org
fspillman@akingump.com
fua@cpuc.ca.gov
fvr@cpuc.ca.gov
fwmonier@tid.org
gdreed@sidley.com
gerhordt.herbert@msdw.com
gig@cpuc.ca.gov
glsg@pge.com
grant.kolling@cityofpaloalto.org
gtbl@dynegy.com
hchoy@isd.co.la.ca.us
heiertz@irwd.com
hjb@cpuc.ca.gov
hodgesjl@surewest.net
hschochet@steefel.com
iberrio@greenlining.org
j-p-shotwell@sce.com
jarmstrong@gmssr.com
jbarthrop@electric.com
jparton@gallerylaw.com
jbloom@whitecase.com
jbradley@svmg.org
jbushee@sablaw.com
jcpaine@stoel.com
jcsv@pge.com
jdanielson@sierrapine.com
jdh@eslawfirm.com
jeff@hmhresources.com
jellis@sempra.com
jes@cpuc.ca.gov
jesse.avila@ci.fresno.ca.us
jessica.berthold@dowjones.com
jf2@cpuc.ca.gov
jguzman@nossaman.com
jhg@meyersnave.com
jimross@r-c-s-inc.com
jishii@csufresno.edu
jii@cpuc.ca.gov
jjones@sonnenschein.com
jjiz@cpuc.ca.gov
jkmoore6891@sbcglobal.net
jlaun@apogee.net
jleslie@luce.com
jlindholm@co.slo.ca.us
jmalkin@orrick.com
jmarlin@water.ca.gov
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jmartini@cipa.org
jmckinne@energy.state.ca.us
jmckinney@thelenreid.com
jmh@cpuc.ca.gov
jmrb@pge.com
jnnc@chevron.com
joe.como@sfgov.org
joe.paul@dynegy.com
joeyoung@ebmud.com
jogg@jhenergy.com
johnrredding@earthlink.net
jon.jacobs@paconsulting.com
joshua.rider@usda.gov
joyw@mid.org
jozenne@semprautilities.com
jpacheco@water.ca.gov
jpacheco@water.ca.gov
jskillman@prodigy.net
jsqueri@gmssr.com
jsw@cpuc.ca.gov
jweil@aglet.org
jweisgall@aol.com
jyfl@pge.com
karen@lindhandassociates.com
kbilas@reliant.com
kcann@navigantconsulting.com
kcheh@omm.com
kduggan@capstoneturbine.com
kdw@cpuc.ca.gov
kdw@woodruff-expert-services.com
keith.mccrea@sablaw.com
khojasteh.davoodi@navy.mil
kjl@cpuc.ca.gov
kjsimonsen@ems-ca.com
klatt@energyattorney.com
kmccrea@sablaw.com
kmcspadden@milbank.com
kmelville@sempra.com
kmills@cfbf.com
lawrence.lingbloom@sen.ca.gov
Ibrowy@semprautilities.com
Icottle@whitecase.com
leonard.anderson@reuters.com
lifcentral@lif.org
lisa.gelb@sfgov.org
lisaweinzimer@sbcglobal.net
ljorgensen@lacapra.com
lir@cpuc.ca.gov
lit@cpuc.ca.gov
lIk@cpuc.ca.gov
Imh@eslawfirm.com
Ipeters@pacifier.com
[ra@cpuc.ca.gov
Irn3@pge.com
Iwhouse@innercite.com
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lwrazen@sempraglobal.com
margarita.padilla@doj.ca.gov
matt@bradylawus.com
matthew@sfbg.com
mbazeley@mercurynews.com
mboccadoro@aol.com
mbrubaker@consultbai.com
mday@gmssr.com
mdjoseph@adamsbroadwell.com
meallen@sempra.com
mflorio@turn.org
mgomezl@bart.gov
mhg@hetrading.com
mhyams@sfwater.org
michael.neville@doj.ca.gov
michael.neville@doj.ca.gov
mjaske@energy.state.ca.us
mkramer@chadbourne.com
migillette @duke-energy.com
mmattes@nossaman.com

mmccreery@navigantconsulting.com

mme@-cpuc.ca.gov
mpa@a-klaw.com
mpatel@sidley.com
mrh2@pge.com
mroush@ci.pleasanton.ca.us
mMrw@ mrwassoc.com
msc@cpuc.ca.gov
mschwebs@energy.state.ca.us
mshames@ucan.org
MSL7@pge.com
mstrumwasser@strumwooch.com
mvl@cpuc.ca.gov
mzr@-cpuc.ca.gov
nbb2@pge.com
nbp@cpuc.ca.gov
nes@a-klaw.com
news@sonomawest.com
nmurray@dfg.ca.gov
norman.furuta@navy.mil
npedersen@hanmor.com
nryan@environmentaldefense.org
NXK2@pge.com
omh@cpuc.ca.gov
omh@cpuc.ca.gov
paj@cpuc.ca.gov
paronzon@milbank.com
patrickm@crossborderenergy.com
perrault@perrcon.net
peter_fox-penner@brattle.com
petertbray@yahoo.com
pgh@cpuc.ca.gov

DRAFT

phanschen@mofo.com
philm@scdenergy.com
picketse@sce.com
pjpowerlaw@aol.com
pk@uitilitycostmanagement.com
placourciere@thelenreid.com
plg@cpuc.ca.gov
psd@cpuc.ca.gov
PUCservice@manatt.com
pucservice@manatt.com
PUCservice@manatt.com
pucservice@manatt.com
pva@cpuc.ca.gov
pvanmidde @earthlink.net
pvhl@pge.com
pwyels@swrcb.ca.gov
pxo2@pge.com
rab@cpuc.ca.gov
rafferty@gmail.com
randy.chinn@sen.ca.gov
randy_britt@robinsonsmay.com
rberliner@manatt.com
rbi@robertson-bryan.com
rcc@cpuc.ca.gov
rdennis@knowledgeinenergy.com
rhoberg@steefel.com
riald@kindermorgan.com
rickc@westpower.com
RJIP2@pge.com
rliebert@cfbf.com
RLR2@pge.com
rmccann@umich.edu
rmd@cpuc.ca.gov
rmoore@milbank.com
robert.d.schasel@fritolay.com
robert.pettinato@ladwp.com
Robert_Anderson@apses.com
robertgex@dwt.com
rochelle489@charter.net
rocky.ho@fticonsulting.com
ronknecht@aol.com
ROTT1@aol.com
rourke@eesconculting.com
roxylab2001@yahoo.com
rrcollins@n-h-i.org
rrh3@pge.com
rsa@a-klaw.com
rschmidt@bartlewells.com
rshortz@morganlewis.com
rtavares@energy.state.ca.us
running@eesconsulting.com
SAF5@pge.com
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savama@consumer.org
sawO@pge.com
sberlin@mccarthylaw.com
scasey@sfwater.org
scott.anders@sdenergy.org
scottst@mid.org
scr@cpuc.ca.gov
sdrossi@calpx.com
SFarkas@ppcla.com
sfscones@aol.com
shaunao@newsdata.com
sheila@wma.org
shilton@mofo.com
slins@ci.glendale.ca.us
smith@braunlegal.com
smutny@iepa.com
spierce@ebmud.com
sro@cpuc.ca.gov
sschleimer@calpine.com
ssmyers@att.net
steven@iepa.com
steven@moss.net
stuart@robertson-bryan.com
swald@calhrc.org
tcooke@water.ca.gov
tdp@cpuc.ca.gov
terry.houlihan@bingham.com
theresa.mueller@sfgov.org
thixson@mdbe.com
thomas.long@sfgov.org
timothylynch@ci.fresno.ca.us
tis@cpuc.ca.gov
tmberliner@duanemorris.com
tod@cpuc.ca.gov
tomb@crosshorderenergy.com
trp@cpuc.ca.gov
tsmegal@-calwater.com
txb@cpuc.ca.gov
uwuaregion5@redhabanero.com
vali@econsci.net
vfleming@navigantconsulting.com
vib@cpuc.ca.gov
vjw3@pge.com
wbates@mdbe.com
wblattner@sempra.com
wbooth@booth-law.com
wendy.davis@sce.com
wendy@econinsights.com
whel@pge.com
yee@cpuc.ca.gov
yxg4@pge.com



